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Es and Ep versus Index Modulation VPG 
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Es and Ep versus Ind x Modulation VPG 



-Es 



Ep 





0.9 




c 

<D 


0.7 




0.6 


1 


S 


0.5 


ts 


0.4 


iffra 


0.3 


a 


0.2 




0.1 




0 























































































































* * * 




















































. • " 



















































0.00 0.01 0.02 0.03 



0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07 
Index modulation 



0.08 0.09 0.10 



Fig. 4 



Es and Ep versus Index Modulation VPG 
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Es and Ed versus Index Modulation VPG Es E F 
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Es and Ep versus Index Modulation S = 3, P = 2 T = 8.25 microns 
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Es and Ed versus wavelenath - Conventional VPG ' Cs E P 
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Fig. 9 
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Es and Ep versus Wavelength Enhanced VPG 
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Fig. 12 
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Fig. 14 
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Es and Ep versus angle of incidence Enhanced VPG 
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